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concerning a person tend to degrade him, bring him into ill repute, destroy confidence in his 
integrity, or cause other like injury, such language is actionable per se.” Axelrod v. Califano, 357 
So. 2d 1048, 1050 (Fla. Dist. Ct. App. 1978). 

120. MSMC has defamed Plaintiff by capriciously having its agents provide statements 
to prospective employers, statements that were “knowingly false,” “deliberately misleading,” or 
“rendered with a malicious purpose.” Linafelt, 745 So. 2d at 389. 


121. 


122. Further, MSMC’s defamatory statements about Dr. Finkelstein cannot be 
considered to be privileged as they were done as a concerted effort from Defendants to induce Dr. 
Finkelstein to signing a Non-Disclosure Agreement and General Release benefitting Defendants. 

123. Defendants’ statements were not made in good faith, thus, are not privileged, and 
were made with the purpose of forcing Dr. Finkelstein into signing a Non-Disclosure Agreement 
and General Release in favor of Defendants and/or to discredit her, and prevent her from 
continuing her residency training and/or obtaining employment as a physician. 

124. Asaresult of the Defendants’ actions, Dr. Finkelstein has suffered and continues 
to suffer mental anguish, emotional distress, humiliation and embarrassment, was unable to 
complete her residency program and/or obtaining employment as a physician, suffered damages 


consisting of loss of earnings, has suffered damages consisting of loss of earnings, past present 
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